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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 

States. 

1. Claims 1, 5, 8, 9, 16, 17, 21 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by O'Nell et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,963,547). 

Regarding claim 17, O'Neil teaches a conferencing system (fig. 1, fig. 2 and fig. 
3) suitable for providing a conferencing session to a plurality of participants, comprising: 

a multipoint conferencing unit (MCU 14 in figs. 1-3) communicatively coupled 
over a packetized connection (col. 2 lines 58-63) to a plurality of input/output devices 
(endpoint terminals 12a-12e) as utilized by a number of participants so as to enable the 
participants of a conferencing session to interact, wherein the multipoint conferencing 
unit is configured to 

receive inputs from the input/output devices in a conferencing session (figs. 1-3; 
col. 3 lines 19-25 and col. 4 lines 1-3); and 

combine received inputs into an output packet including a first sub-packet (MCV 
in fig. 2 and MCA in fig. 3) and a second sub-packet (UCVs in fig. 2 and UCAs In fig. 3), 
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wherein the first sub-packet has a first payload and the second sub-packet has a 
second payload, the first payload and the second payload including inputs combined 
from at least a portion of the received inputs from the number of participants, wherein 
the first payload includes at least one received input that is not included in the second 
sub-packet (for example: the at least one received input is from the temninal itself) (fig. 2 
and col. 4 lines 47-63; fig. 3 and col. 4 lines 64- 67 and col. 5 lines 1-17). 

Regarding claim 1 , it is the method claim corresponding to the apparatus claim of 
17. Therefore, claim 1, is analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to 
claim 17. 

Regarding claim 9, O'Neil teaches a method for providing a conferencing 
session, comprising: 

receiving inputs from a number of participants in a conferencing session (figs. 1- 
3; col. 3 lines 19-25 and col. 4 lines 1-3); and 

combining received inputs into an output packet including at least two sub- 
packets (MCV and UCVs in fig. 2 and MCA and UCAs in fig. 3), the sub-packets having 
payloads including mixed received inputs from the number of participants, wherein the 
payloads of at least two of the sub-packets contain different mixed received inputs 
(MCV and UCVs or MCA and UCAs are containing.different mixings) (fig. 2 and col. 4 
lines 47-63; fig. 3 and col. 4 lines 64- 67 and col. 5 lines 1-17). 
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' Regarding claims 5, 12 and 21 , O'Neil further teaches that configuring the sub- 

packets in the output packet so that upon receipt of the output packet by a participant, 
the participant examines the packets and outputs a first examined sub-packet which 
does not include an indication that the sub-packet includes content received from the 
participant (col. 5 lines 18-34). 

Regarding claims 8, 1 6 and 24, O'Neil further teaches that the method further 
comprising transmitting the output packet to at least a portion of the number of 
participants in the conferencing session utilizing a multicast IP address ( the multicast 
streams in figs 2 and 3) . 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomns the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner In which the Invention was made. 



2. Claims 2-3, 10-1 1 and 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over by O'Neil et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,963,547) in view of Kim et al. (U. 
S. Patent No. 5,936,662). 
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Regarding claims 2-3, 10-1 1 and 18-19, O'Neil teaches that the endpoints select 
the loudest conference endpoints as the principal broadcaster. O'Neil differs from the 
claimed invention in that O'Neil does not specifically teaches that determining a number 
of prominent inputs from the received inputs, the determined prominent inputs utilized to 
provide the first payload for the first sub-packet and the second payload for the second 
sub-packet. However, Kim teaches that the Conference Control System determines a 
number of prominent inputs from the received inputs, the determined prominent inputs 
utilized to provide the first payload for the first sub-packet and the second payload for 
the second sub-packet, (col. 2 lines 44-60). Therefore, it would have been obvious for 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time when the invention was made to include 
detemriining a number of prominent inputs from the received inputs, the determined 
prominent inputs utilized to provide the first payload for the first sub-packet and the 
second payload for the second sub-packet, as taught by Kim in the assembly of O'Neil 
in order to reduce the noise level. 

3. Claims 6-7, 1 3-14 and 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over by O'Neil et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,963,547) in view of Faico et al. (U. 
S. Patent No. 6,687,752 B1). 

Regarding claims 6, 13 and 22, O'Neil differs firom the claimed invention in that 
O'Neil does not specifically teaches that the output packet is configured as a UDP 
packet which encapsulates the first sub-packet and the second sub-packet, the first 
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sub-packet and the second sub-packet configured as RTP packets. However, O'Neil 
teaches that the MCU has the Ethernet LAN interface (140 in fig. 4). And Faico teaches 
that the Ethernet frames using UDP packets that encapsulates the RTP packets (fig. 1 
and col. 1 lines 30-50). Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time when the invention was made to configure the output packet as a 
UDP packet which encapsulates the first sub-packet and the second sub-packet, the 
first sub-packet and the second sub-packet configured as RTP packets, as taught by 
FaIco in the assembly of O'Neil in order to specifying the timing of the voice and video 
data. 

Regarding claims 7, 14 and 23, O'Neil differs from the claimed invention in that 
O'Neil does not specifically teaches that the first sub-packet and the second sub-packet 
include headers indicating originating participants of the first payload and the second 
payload. However, FaIco teaches that the RTP packet has a header that identifies the 
contributing-source (fig. 2). Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time when the invention was made to let the first sub-packet and 
the second sub-packet include headers indicating originating participants of the first 
payload and the second payload, as taught by FaIco in the assembly of O'Neil in order 
to identify the contributing source. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claims 4 and 20 would be allowable if rewritten to include all of the limitations of 
the base claims and any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 



5, Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Una Yang whose telephone number is (571)272-3151. 
The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Thursday between 8:00 a.m. 
and 7:00 p.m. eastern standard time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Huy Vu can be reached on (571 )272-31 55. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 517-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infonnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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